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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1. Applicant is requested to provide a descriptive legend for each of the structural 
elements in the drawings currently represented in the form of a hollow rectangle, for 
example those denoted by symbols 202, 204, 206, 208, and 210. Correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1, 5-7, 10, 11, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Cousins (US 5,141,439). Cousins discloses a keyword teaching and 
testing method which includes teaching students to become familiar with subject matter 
by memorizing keywords and grouping sentences according to main ideas (See 
abstract). 

With regard to claim 1, Cousins teaches the limitation of presenting one or more 
unfamiliar learning entities to a learner in a contextual presentation. Cousins discloses 
a first reading of the text by the student (Col. 1, lines 50-55; see also Fig. 2, step 1). 
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Cousins discloses the limitation of requesting the learner to memorize the 
unfamiliar learning entities for one or more times in view of the contextual 
presentation (Col. 1, lines 50-60). 

Cousins discloses the limitation of presenting contextual information to the 
learner with one or more selected learning entities missing therefrom, the missing 
entities being expected to be filled in by the learner to complete the contextual 
presentation so as to prove he or she has memorized the entities (Col 1, lines 56-60; see 
also Figs. la-f). 

With regard to the limitation of monitoring each learning element of the learning 
entity provided by the learner, Cousins discloses the learner comparing his or her 
answers to those in the original text, in order to monitor his or her performance on the 
test (Col. 1, lines 63-65). 

With regard to the limitation of evaluating each learning element in response to 
the learning element provided by the learner before the learner completes each entity; 
and providing a visual feedback in real time to the learner indicating incorrectness of 
the provided learning element, Cousins discloses the student reading the text for a 
fourth time while filling in the correct answers (Col 1, lines 63-65). Thus the mistakes 
are corrected as the text is read, or in real time. Visual feedback is provided as the 
learner compares his or her answers to those in the original text. 

With regard to claims 5 and 15, Cousins discloses a third reading in which 
students attempt to fill in blanks based on comprehension recall, and a fourth reading 
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in which the student corrects mistakes while viewing the original text (Col. 1, lines 56- 
60). Thus the learner consults with the original text to retrieve the correct word or 
words that he or she could not successfully recall after the third reading. With regard 
to the limitation of identifying one or more learning entities for receiving a hint, the 
learner would identify the empty or incorrectly answered blanks as ones for which to 
seek a hint, or the correct word, from the original text. 

With regard to claims 6 and 16, Cousins discloses allowing the learner to view 
the original text to find the correct words, as explained above. 

With regard to claim 7, Cousins discloses the entities as words, as described in 
the rejection to claim 1 above. Words comprise characters, or letters. 

With regard to claim 10, Cousins discloses the student taking a fill-in-the-blanks 
test prepared verbatim from sections from the original text. (Col. 1, lines 45-50) Thus 
the presentation is in a question and answer form in which the learning entities are in 
the answer. 

With regard to claim 11, Cousins discloses presenting one or more keywords to 
the learner in a contextual presentation. Specifically, Cousins discloses a second 
reading of the text where the student underlines and memorizes keywords from the 
text (Col. 1, lines 53-55). Cousins also discloses requiring the student to memorize and 
recall key words (Col. 1, lines 57-60). With regard to the limitation of presenting the 
contextual presentation to the learner with one or more selected keywords missing 
therefrom, the missing keywords being expected to be filled in by the learner to 
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complete the contextual presentation so as to prove that the learner has learned and 
memorized the keywords, see the above rejection to claim 1. With regard to the 
limitations of monitoring each character in real time as the character is being provided, 
and providing visual feedback to the learner indicating incorrectness of the provided 
character, see the above rejection to claim 1. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 2-4, 9, 13, 14, 18, 19-23, 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Parry et al. (US 6,077,085) in view of Cousins. Parry et al. teach 
a computer-based display of educational material, with the intent of helping a student 
learn, understand, and memorize new material (Col. 5, lines 23-36). 

With regard to claims 2 and 19, Parry et al. teach the concept of preventing the 
learner from advancing to a subsequent entity if he or she has answered a first entity 
incorrectly (Col. 3, lines 3-7; Col. 3, lines 56-60; Col. 3, lines 64-69). With regard to claim 
19, Parry teaches the incorporation of a computer (Col. 2, lines 35-43). 
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With regard to claims 3, 13, and 20, Parry et al. teaches showing the student a few 
characters from words that were answered incorrectly (Col. 13, lines 27-31; Col. 25, lines 
54-60). With regard to claim 20, Parry et al. disclose the incorporation of a computer 
(Col. 2, lines 35-43). 

With regard to claims 4, 14, and 21, Parry et al. disclose providing the student 
with the number of letters in each missed word (Col. 25, lines 59-60). With regard to 
claim 21, Parry et al. disclose the incorporation of a computer (Col. 2, lines 35-43). 

With regard to claims 9 and 23, Parry et al. disclose highlighting the errors made 
by the student (Col. 24, lines 44-46). With regard to claim 23, Parry et al. disclose the 
incorporation of a computer (Col. 2, lines 35-43). 

With regard to claim 18, Parry et al. disclose implementing the invention in a 
computer program Col. 1, lines 6-10). Parry et al. fail to disclose the specific features of 
the learning exercises as described in claims 1, 11, and 18. These features are taught by 
Cousins, as shown above in the rejection to claim 1. It would have been obvious to one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the teaching of Cousins 
into the invention of Parry et al. in order to provide a computerized method of teaching 
students to become familiar with text segments or keywords in preparation for a test. 

With regard to claim 22, see the above rejection to claim 5. 

With regard to claim 24, see the above rejection to claim 10. 

With regard to claim 25, Parry et al. teach requesting the learner to type the 
unfamiliar entities for one or more times in view of the contextual presentation (Col. 12, 
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lines 18-19). Parry et al. fail to teach presenting one or more unfamiliar learning entities 
to the learner in a contextual presentation in question-answer form. Parry et al. fail to 
teach presenting the contextual presentation to the learner with one or more entities 
missing therefrom, the missing entities being expected to be filled in by the learner to 
complete the contextual presentation so as to prove that the learner has memorized the 
entities. Parry et al. fail to teach the limitation of monitoring each element of the entity 
provided by the learner. Parry et al. fail to teach the limitation of evaluating each 
learning element in response to the learning element provided by the learner before the 
learner completes each entity. Parry et al. fail to teach the limitations of hinting the 
learner with elements of the learning entities. Parry et al. fail to teach the limitation of 
prohibiting a learner from attempting to solve subsequent problems if he or she has 
incorrectly answered a first problem. Cousins discloses these features as shown above 
in the rejections to claims 10, 1, 3, 4, and 2, respectively. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the teaching of 
Cousins into the invention of Parry et al. in order to provide a computer based teaching 
environment in which helps the student memorize material by showing them parts of 
the material as hints. It would also be advantageous to prevent the student from solving 
subsequent problems after incorrectly answering a previous problem, so that the 
student is forced to get the first question right before proceeding. 
With regard to claim 26, see the above rejection to claim 7. 
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4. Claims 8 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cousins in view of Wilson (US 6,186, 795). Cousins does not disclose requiring the 
student to memorize alphanumeric characters or numerals. Wilson teaches a 
memorization system designed to assist a student in memorizing numeric and textual 
information (Col. 1, lines 53-59; see also Fig. 2) It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the teaching of Wilson 
into the invention of Cousins in order to provide a more versatile memorization system. 
Instead of using just words, a system using numeric characters would have the benefit 
of being applicable to science, engineering or math classes in which alphanumeric 
characters are encountered. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Blank (US 2003/0170596) discloses a literacy system in which 
the learner must memorize a sequence of characters in a string. Brown (US 
2004/0023191) discloses an " Adaptive instructional process and system to facilitate 
oral and written language comprehension". Brown discloses the limitation of 
providing hints to the learner, such as "hint picture", "hint audio" and "hint text". 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua D. Crabtree whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8962. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30, Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert P. Olszewski can be reached on (571) 272-6788. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http:/ /pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



273-8300. 



JDC 




